
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.162 of 2025

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.5530 of 2023

======================================================
1. Yogeshwar  Yadav  Son  of  Late  Dukhi  Yadav,  Resident  of  Village-  Flat

No.103, AMM Colony, Saket Vihar, Anishabad, M.M. Enclave Gardanibagh
Patna-800001. Permanent Address- Jadia, District- Supaul, Bihar, 852214.

2. Birendra Yadav Son of Kusum Lal Yadav Resident of Village- Ward No.14
Jadia, District- Supaul, Bihar 852214.

3. Nagendra Yadav S/o Kusum Lal  Yadav Resident of Village-  Ward No.14
Jadia, District Supaul, Bihar 852214.

4. Md. Sagir  S/o Md. Washil  Phulkaha Resident  of  Village-  Jadia,  District-
Supaul, Bihar 852214.

5. Mohammad Naeem S/o Late Md. Rahaman Resident of Village- Ward No.14
Jadia, District- Supaul, Bihar 852214.

6. Ugrasen Kumar @ Ugrasen Yadav S/o Nand Kishore Prasad Yadav Resident
of Village- Jadia, District- Supaul, Bihar 852214.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Sri Brajesh Mehrotra, the Principle Secretary,
Revenue Department, Old Secretariat, Patna.

2. Sri Dinesh Kumar, the Commissioner Koshi, Pramandal, Saharsa.

3. Sri Kaushal Kumar, the District Magistrate, Supaul.

4. Md.  Ali  Akram,  the  District  Land  Acquisition  and  Rehabilitation  and
Resettlement Officer, Supaul.

5. Smt. Priyanka Singh, Circle Officer, Triveniganj, Supaul.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sunil Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Additional Advocate General 12
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 25-07-2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned

counsel for the State. 

2. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the

order dated 25.08.2023 passed in C.W.J.C. No.5530 of 2023 has
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been complied, but the same has not been complied in positive

sense,  rather,  the  Arbitrator  has  complied  the  said  order  in

negative sense.

3.  Learned counsel  for  the  State  on  the other  hand

submits that the order has been complied and against the said

order, liberty is available to the petitioners to challenge the same

before the appropriate forum.

4. In light of the submissions made, it  transpires to

this Court that the order has been complied.

5.  As  such,  the  contempt  proceeding  against  the

opposite  parties  is  hereby  dropped  and  the  present  M.J.C.

application  is  hereby  dismissed  with  liberty  granted  to  the

petitioners to challenge the order before the appropriate forum.
    

Divyansh/- 
                                    (Dr. Anshuman, J)

U


